Review of the Roque Mesquita's 
“Madhva's Unknown Literary Sources” Part II: 
Pancaraatra Texts and Madhvacharya 


PROF. VEERANARAYANA PANDURANGI! 
PROF. SHRINIVASA VARAKHEDP 
Roque Mesquita of the University of Vienna has recently launched a new front in the war against the 
Dvaitavedanta. In *Madhva's Unknown Literary Sources: some observations”? He wants to prove 
that most of the sources quoted by Madhvacharya in his works are truly composed by 
Madhvachatya himself as they were/are nowhere and in no time available to other people. 
In this small paper I would like to examine his claims on Pancaraatrasmhitas and expose some of the 
truth, because it is beyond the scope of this work to analyze his full paper. 


Preamble 


To the students and scholars of Maadhva Vedaanta, it is indeed well known that the major difficulty 
lies with tracing of the resources of Madhvacarya's quotations cited in his ЗЕТОТ and other works. 


For three centuries after Madhvacarya, none is recorded to have made such objections against 
Madhvacarya. The sources which Madhvacarya quotes from, were not unknown to highly reputed 
contemporary scholars, viz., Shobhana Bhatta (later known as Padmanabha Tirtha), Trivikrama 
Pandita and others, both who were later admitted into Madhvacarya's school of thought after 
thorough debates that lasted many days. Hence it should be admitted that those sources were 
accessible or at least known to the early disciples of Madhvacarya like Trivikrama Pandita*. 
Madhvavijaya (12.42, 14.2) biography of Madhvacatya by Narayana Pandita, mentions an attempt to 
steal and subsequent recovery of these works. However these works ceased to exist in the tradition 
of studies for unknown reason. It is recorded in Sampradaayapaddhati of Hrsikesa Tirtha, one of the 
immediate disciples of Madhvacarya, that Madhvacarya himself made all of his sources buried in the 
form of copper plates, in the village Ка- Ма near Udupi (to keep them safe for future uses). ddl 
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Hence after the times of Madhvacharya these texts are not available to next generations. But nobody 
dared to question the authenticity of these works for next three centuries. Around the 1550 CA, 
nearly 300 years after Madhvacarya, Appayya Diksita for the first time questioned of authenticity of 
the sources cited by Madhvacarya. But all the objections of Appayya Dikhsita were efficiently set 
right by Vijayindra Tirtha, one of his contemporary Dvaita exponents. 


Recently Roque Mesquita treaded the same path”. For the same reason, again this field has drawn the 
attention of scholars across the globe. To resolve some of the problems raised by Mesquita, a 


! Head, Dept. of Darshanas, JRRajasthan Sanskrit University, Jaipur. 
? Dean, Karnataka Sanskrit University, Bengaluru. 
3 Aditya Prakashan, New Delhi, 2000. English Translation of original book in German. 


4 See dcd uda чата аот 2.4.7, where he notes the full context of a sentence of RIESE таа quoted by 
Madhvacarya. ЗЯ NAYANG. WRU Точ яїачтела Чета 
PI PIPINUEGGIGGNE EG 

^ 2 = 


5 "Madhva's unknown literary sources, some observations" Pub. by Aditya Prakashana, New Dealhi. 2000. 


successful attempt is made by Dr. B.N.K.Sharma & Shrisha Rao” and By Prof. V.N. Pandurangi’. 
By our present effort, it will be clear that many more things are yet to be explored regarding the 
sources of Madhvacarya. This is the third in a series of papers to be published in this field, 
Others being “Review of the Roque Mesquita’s “Madhva’s Unknown Literary Sources” 
Problems of methodology, Prajna 7 2013, and “Devataakaanda of Kashakrtsna/Paila” Prajna 
8°, 2014. 


In the same context, Dr. Sharma’ threw some light on the importance of Pancaraatra (PR) texts. The 
PR texts are counted among the prominent sources of Maadhva Philosophy. It is well-known to 
scholars that there is a huge corpus of PR texts, many of which are still unfortunately left out in the 
dark rooms of Manuscript libraries. 


We got much inspired by Dr.Sharma’s writing and started to trace out Madhvacarya’s quotations and 
tenets in PRs, which were believed to have been lost to us. In our way, we found some unforeseen 
faces of PRs, and realized the importance of PRs in studies of Dvaita Vedaanta. 


In this paper we intend to present some results of our investigation on PRs the unexplored wealth 
of knowledge. 


Introduction to Pancaraatra Texts 
Like Vedas, Mahaabhaarata (MB), and Bhaagavata the Pancaraatras (PR) are the prominent texts of 


India. According to Vedic hierarchy, Vedas are the higher most authorities on spiritual knowledge". 
MB, Bhaagavata and PRs fill the place after the Vedas'’. PRs draw their contents from the Vedas. 


Thus, PRs are considered amongst the high authoritative texts on spiritual knowledge. 


According to available textual evidences, Yaamunacarya of 10th century, was first to reestablish the 
authoritativeness of PRs, later to be followed by Acaaryas viz., Raamaanujacarya and | Madhvacarya. 
It is evident that PRs had been in currency even in the period of Samkaracarya since Samkaracarya 
discusses the veridicality of PRs in his BSSB”. 


According to MB, PRs are as authoritative as Vedas, as they are produced by Lord himself". 


Unlike the MB and Bhaagavata, PRs are of a large mass of literature. Traditionally it is recorded 
that PRs had together one and half crore granthas ". 


5 BRAHMATARKA AND OTHER UNKNOWN SOURCE BOOKS OF MADHVA in My four latest research 
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In 1916, F. Otto Schrader (OS) of Germany conducted the very first general survey of PRs”. There 
were 215 PRs totally known to him. (App-1) 


The second survey in 1968, by H. Daniel Smith (DS), showed that there are 288 PRs known, though 
out of them nearly 120 are available in MS form to him”. Rest of them are known by the lists given 
in various PRs, and quotations in later texts. (App-2) 


Further survey, still continuing, by us shows many more PRs known to us by quotations of several 
later philosophers viz., Yaamunacarya, Madhvacarya, and Vedaanta Desika. (App.3, 4). Recent 
survey of Sadhu Shrutiprakas Das of Akshardham, Ahmedabad shows us that there are nearly 400 
Pancaraatra texts. Unfortunately, most of them are lost to us. 


Topics of Pancaraatras 


Otto Schrader writes that most of the PRs preach the daily conduct and rituals of life in houses and 
temples, which are to be observed by all viz., Bachelors, Householders, Monks and Ascetics. He has 
listed out some important tenets of PRs." 


Most of the scholars also believe so. However PRs hold doctrinal importance related to the field of 
philosophy as shown by Prominent philosophers viz., Yaamunacarya, Ramaanujacarya, Madhvacarya 
and Vedaanta Desika who quoted PRs in support of their doctrines. ” This period, which spanned 
from 10" century to 13° century, can be called as “PRs age’, because in this period the position of 
PR texts reached the highest point, though they were composed much earlier. 


Contribution of Madhvacarya in proving philosophical importance of PRs, is not duly recognized by 
modern researchers, who worked on PRs. Overlooking the facts, Alexis Sanderson” opines that 
PRs, being under influence of Saivaagamas, have no philosophical importance on their own. It is 
noteworthy that a large corpus of PR texts is used by Madhvacarya, only, to establish his new school 
of Vedaanta, and by doing so he gave a new scope to the studies of Uttaramiimaamsaa. (App-5) 


No other Vedaantins were able to show, explicitly, the doctrinal importance of PRs. In his 
Introduction to Aagamapraamaanya, J.A.B.van Buitenen” observes that "[though Yaamuna wanted 
to establish the philosophical connection between PRs and Uttaramiimaamsaa] Yaamuna himself 
does not accent the ‘philosophical’ content at all in the Aagamapraamaanya, and that he understands 
PRs principally as tradition of ritual worship". And Raamaanuja also did not quote much sectarian 
texts that others would refuse to accept”. 
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However, Vedaanta Desika, who was well versed with Madhvacatya's doctrines and approach, 
following Madhvacarya, strengthened this tradition further, by quoting from a number of PRs in 
support of his doctrines. 


It is very interesting to note that Vacaspati Misra quotes a sloka from Pancaratra, which discusses 
the most debated doctrine of dualism”. 


Thus, PRs are not to be underestimated as ordinary мани literature. They must be regarded as 
authoritative philosophical sources. 


Origin of Pancaraatras 


PRs have originated from Lord Naaraayana” as stated in various samhitaas. Vedaanta Desika stated 
that only three of PRs viz., Jayaa, Paushkara, and Saattvata are the compositions of Lord, stating 
them as three gems of PRs”. According to him other PRs аге the works of Sages of later times, 
who sought the knowledge form Lord Naaraayana. It seems true because the contents of available 
PR Samhitaas point out their later origin. In the case of Vishnusamhitaa, we find the clear evidence 
to determine that it is an abridge version of earlier one”. 


Nevertheless, the concept of “ratnatraya” is not based on strong evidences. 


1) Utpala Vaisnava, a ninth century kashmirian Pancaratra scholar, quotes only two viz., saattvata and 
Jayaa of these three. 

ii) Jayaa is recorded to have been composed by Candramitra in a MS preserved in Darbar Library, 
Nepal”. 

iii) Jayaa, which enumerates” over many later samhitaas, can not be considered as earlier than of 
those it refers to. 

iv) There is a lot of references to Saattvata, with out mentioning the other two”. 


Hence, the concept of “ratnatraya” and similar concepts ate relatively new. 


Pancaraatra Shruti, Rahasyaamnaaya, Ekaayana Shaakhaa, and Muulaveda. 
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Vedaanta Desika says that the whole system of PRs is based on muulaveda, which is also called as 
ekaayana”. The veridicality of this Veda is established by Yaamunacharya in his works”. In the 
tradition of Raamaanuja, the ekaayana-shruti is held to be the base of all Vedic shaakhas. The same 
is considered as origin of PRs. V. Stivatsaankaacaarya said (in personal communication) that 
tradition of rahasyaamnaaya" cited by Vedaanta Desika is nothing but muula shruti, which is 
ekaayana itself. 


In this context, it is noteworthy that some scholars try to link Ekaayana with Pancaraatrashruti cited 
by Utpala Vaishnava”. And the same Ekaayana is also assumed to be identical with kaanva shaakhaa 
of shukla yajutveda by Naagesa Bhatta in his kaanva- shaakhaa-mahima-samgraha”. 


There seems to be difference of opinion among the Raamaanujitya scholars. Abhinava Ranganaatha 
Svaami™ of Parakaala Matha has come to the conclusion that Ekaayana shaakhaa is a sub shaakhaa 
of shuklayajurvediiya-maitraayaniiya-shaakhaa. His argument is supported by one quotation of 
atharvashiras” and the different readings in the MSs of caranavyuuhasuutras. 


But, T. Veeraraaghavaacharya thinks that this Ekaayana shaakhaa is the root of all other Vedic 
Shakhaas”. Opposing all these view-points, Appayya Dikhsita rejects the very existence of Ekaayana 
ot similar shaakhaas.”” 


These different opinions lead us to the state of confusion as to What is the nature of Ekaayana? 
Which Veda it belongs to? Is it identical with muulaveda? What is the Rahasyaamnaaya quoted by 
Vedaanta Desika? Which shaakhaa is called pancaraatra shruti cited by Utpala Vaishnava? Whether 
all these are one or not ? 


Let's discuss the whole issue with some heuristics and evidences. 


According to Madhvacarya, PRs were preached by Naarayana in krtayuga”. He also says that PRs 
texts, like Vedas, existed in all times.” 

Though the works we have now are later works, It is clear that they were existing from much earlier 
time, which is not yet known. (See antiquity section). 


29 See Nyaayaparisuddhi by VD inn the context of interpretation of the sentence of Visvaksena samhitaa viz., 
Saag AMA YAN «ече! 
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Names of Pancaraattas 


The very name of PRs is interesting. According to one tradition, Narrayana taught PRs to different 
gods like Caturmukha Brahman etc., and to the Sages like Naarada etc., in 5 nights. So the texts which 
ate taught in five nights are called "Pancaraatras"." However, it seems it is not correct, as then, it 
should have been called Paancaraatra, not as Pancaraatra. The name Pancataatra is accepted as the 
original one by all as it is seen in older texts”. Utpala Vaishnava too cites them as Pancaraatra. 


According to Naarada Pancaraatra, the word “raatram” denotes “knowledge”. The knowledge is 
fivefold. Hence, it is named as Pancaraatram.” 


Explaining the fivefold knowledge Ahirbudhnya Samhitaa gives another noteworthy explanation of 
word “Pancatraatram””. Lord Vishnu has five forms. The texts which explain these five forms of 
Lord, are called Pancaraatram. But this does not explain the secret of “raatra”. There are so many 
such explanations that are given in various sambitas. 


After considering all these facts, the best possible conclusion we reached at, is that the PRs have 
been named on Pancaraatra shruti," which is their root.” The similarity in the name and contents 
indicates the relation between them. PR shruti got this name because of its revelation during 
pancraatrayajna performed by Naaraayana” who is an incarnation of Lord Vishnu as the son of 
Dharma in krtayuga. Lord himself preached pancaraatra shruti and PRs. 


Names of Different Samhitaas 


There is a debate on total size of PRs, as they are said to have about one and half Crore Granthas." 
The modern scholars do not believe in such claims. But, considering the available quantity of works, 
we will not see difficulty in such traditional claims. 


Though the whole composition of PRs is ascribed to Lord Naaraayana, it is not justifiable to think 
all the available Samhitaas are works of Narayana. It seems that the contents of original Samhitaas 
were abridged by later Sages”. That's why they are recognized on the name of their compositors. 
Moreover, there are also some possibilities of composition by some other persons”. 


However, the original works (most of them ate may not be available now) were the works of 
Naaraayana of badarii, who is an incarnation of Vishnu. 
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did say nothing about para-vaasudeva, the meaning of word is significant. 
# Pacaraatrashruti is referred to by Utpala Vaishnava of 9th century in his Spandapradiipikaa; and Madhvacharya of 
13th century in his Aatharvana Upanisad Bhaashya, 1.1.5, p 491 Ed by Bannanje. 
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Different PRs got different names of Devataas and Sages, because these Devataas and Sages taught 
these PRs to their disciples. It seems to us that there were at least thousands of PR Samhitaas 
separately taught by these Sages of different Vedic Shaakhaas in the same manner as their own Vedic 
Shaakhaas were taught.” This view is supported by a quotation of Brahmaanda by Madhvacharya in 
his Brhadaaranyakopanisadbhaasya"". 


Veridicality and Antiquity of PRs 


Most of Vaidika Aachaaryas accepted PRs as authority. Although Shamkara denied the veridicality of 
PRs criticizing some tenets of PR's, he accepted other tenets of PR's which are not contradictory to 
his doctrines. The commentators of Shamkara have accepted the veridicality of PRs” stating that 
PRs are authored by Lord solely. Recent controversies raised by Appayya Dikshita seem to be 
illogical, as they are contradicted by his own preceding Aacaatyas i.e., Vachaspati and others. It is not 
unknown to the world of scholars that works like "Aagamapraamaanya" of Yamuna, and 
"Pancaraatrarakshaa" of Vedanata Desika (VD) have efficiently refuted the views of their critics. 
Thus, It is clear that PRs are among highest authorities. Madhvacatya has also considered PRs as 
veridical sources to his siddhaanta. He enumerated PRs as one of seven holy scriptures. 


Antiquity 


1) Pancaraatras are the earliest available literature after vedas” 
2) Saattvatas are mentioned in Aitareyabraahmana ”. 
3) Mahaabhaarata and Bhaagavata refer to it. 
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4) Puraanas are composed by extracting the contents from PRs.” 

5) Tantravaartika refers to PRs”. 

6) Brhatsamhitaa of Varaahamihira contains Vaisnava elements from PRs. It collects 
these matters from hundreds of earlier Samhitaas, some of them are supposed to be 
PRs. 

7) Vaisnava elements in mahaabhaashya of Patanjali are taken from PRs. The verse 

етае [аат eb PUNA Fale, in mahaabhashya is supposed to be from PRs. 


8) These are based on Ekaayana shaakhaa. (Hewat) 


The Bhaagavata" and Mahaabhaarata*, which mention the name of  saattvata do not seem to be 
referring to the mere Saattvatasamhitaa (SS), which is one of the PR texts. Though PRs are anterior to 
MB, and B, it is difficult to admit that the above mentioned works tefer to SS. Hence it seems that 
the nam: 

Ratnatraya concept seems to be new, as Madhvachatya quotes Saattvata very rarely, while jayaakhya 
and pauskara ate not quoted at all by Him. No early commentators ever refer to it. Regarding the 
reference to ratnatraya and all other samhitaas (as ratnatrayanishtha sambitaas) in Jayaakhya (p.28, T.842, 
ТЕР), we have to think this Jayaakhya as a recent work, composed after all other samhitaas. Or we will 
have to think them as recent interpolations. So we are forced to think that ratnatraya ate of recent 
origin, compared to other samhitaas quoted by Madhvacharya and Utpalavaishnava, as in the case of 
older vedic Shaakhaas quoted by Madhvacharya.” 

And Paadmasambitaa (4.33) speaks of ocean of bhaagavata literature, which is certainly not the 
presently available Bhaagavtapuraana literature.” 

And it seems that Madhvacharya got all of his PRs from Badarii (or even deeper Himalayas, as it is 
said in MV.8), which is mentioned as the place of origin of PRs in MB” (12.326.99). Shvetadviipa 
which is believed by some as the place of origin of PRs, seems not so, as it is told only in later texts, 
and not in any older texts. Moreover, Narayana, who is believed to have preached PRs, is said to be 
residing in Naranaaraayanaashrama near Badarii. 


Schrader, who believes PRs are composed in Kashmir has only one factor to suppott, that is snow. 
Snow is possible in Badarii also. Moreover, it is justified by the fact that Kashmiri Utpalavaishnava 
quotes many of them. Kashmir is also near to Badarii. 
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56 PRs are referred to in Tantravaartika (1-3-4, p.328 of Tara Book Agency Ed, 1984). 

аана а бастаст н: | ded wreddemqse Ad ао ЧА: |11-3-811 
Agang eats: vat fafa | яїёагҥ=сЧчтай eed ANAS || 5A = 11811 BIN 

s grad faftremegmer ПеГЕНБЧАТ A: Bhii.smaparva, 66.40. 


5 Some of the Vedic shaakhaas whose authors are mentioned in vamshabraahmanas of BAU, and AU, are supposed to 
be old, as known by Madhvacharya's quotations from these works,contrary to BNK Sharma's (34:1980) assumption that 
thse are post Shvetaashvatara. 

69 See the details of Bhaagavara literature in Vrajavallabha Dviveda (46:1997). 
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Madhvacharya quoted these Samhitaas, after he got these works in his first northern tour. It is 
interesting to note that Madhvacharya quoted some PRs (18 out of 64 wotks, aproximately) available 
in south India, in his first work GZ/aabbaasbya, (some of them were also quoted by Vedantadesika) 
before getting much more PR texts from Badarii. But Madhvacharya quoted much more PRs after 
his northern tour. Even now two PRs (Vishnurahasya and Prakaashasamhitaa”) cited by 
Madhvacharya are available in MS form in Maadhva tradition, although other works not available. 


Thus it can be accepted that out of several thousands of Samhitaas?, only a few of them reached 
south India, all others being lost in time, most of them being very old works. The existence of 
available works itself shows these are the later works 


There are ample evidences to conclude that these samhitaas as are abridged to suite the 
Paancaraatrikas viz. the practitioners of Pancaraatra texts. These abridged versions come handy to 
practitioners in most of daily rituals in temples since it is very difficult to handle the large texts as a 
whole. 


PRs are also referred in Tantravaartika (1-3-4, p.328 of Tara Book Agency Ed; 1984) of Kumaarila 
Bhatta of sixth century. Though Kumaarila opines they were not authoritative, it is apparent that 
they were in very much use at that time. 

And We know from quotation of Kumaradeshika in Adhikaranacintaamani™, that Devataakaanda 
(which is extinct now”) deals with deities and their images, and certainly had some PR elements. 
Devataakaanda is a prepaninian work as it is in between Karmakaanda and Brahmakaanda”. 
Brahmakaanda is a well known pre-paninian referred to in Paanini (QRT8TÀfSTerferzur IA: 5- 
1-72). 

One more interesting thing is that Caranavyuubasuutra of Shaunaka which is assumed to be of 4th to 
8th century BC, counts only five shaakhaas of Rgveda and 36 Shaakhaas of Yajurveda and like, 
whereas Patanjali says there were 21 shaakhaas of rgveda in his time. (Mahaabhaashya.1-1-1). 
Patanjali can not be dismissed as a liar or exaggerating this number. There is no valid reason to do 
so. If we accept that there were 21 samhitaas of Rgveda at the time of Patanjali, then this fact pushes 
the literary history of India to at least 1500 years back, from what is accepted now 2™ century BC, as 
we need to give sufficient time gap for the loss of those shaakhaas of Rgveda. Only an open mind is 
needed to accept these facts. 


62 Former is in print, while later is edited by Udayakumar Bhatta as part of his Ph.D dessertation. 

6 This view is supported by vi.s.nua.mhiataa 4M а дадатет Maria] AAPAN: AT тагата: 
YATA ARA: || (Vishnu.Sam. 2-22/23) 

4 svaruupamaadau tadbheda.h tadupaasanapuurvaka.m/ 

phala.m ca devataakaa.n.de devataanaa.m tu kathyate] / also quoted in paramaarthabhuu.s.na of TN eeraraghavacharya (р. 186). 
65 AD is wrong to conclude that "the availble sa.mkar.sakaa.n.da is deavataakaa.nda", so T.Veeraraghavacharya, as it is clear 
that VD is referring another work, different from the available sa.mkar.skaa.n.da in his shataduu.n.nii and 
seshvaramitimaamsaa. The devataakaa.n.da is quoted byonly Madhvacharya and VD. VD follows Madhvacharya in this 
matter, as he refers to Madhvachatya as fattvav.rddhaa.h in shataduu.n.nii. He had the highest regard to M, as it is evident 
from fatsannik.r.stamathavaa matmasbrayanta.h in shataduu.n.nii Mesqita who thinks VD as an opponent of Madhvacharya 
should know it. 

6 Cf “Devataakaanda of Kashakrtsna/ Paila” of V М Pandurangi published in Prajna 8. 
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Even if we agree to the architectural elements in Jayaakhya and elsewhere, It can not Бе a reason to 
place PRs between 600 CE to 850 CE. Jayaakhya etc. are relatively later. 

There will not be any doubt about antiquity of Ishvarasamhitaa if we accept that references to 
Melkottai, and Shathakopamuni in lishvarasamhitaa as later interpolations. Nobody can cite a work older 
by only one century as an authority along with all other older wotks. It should be kept in mind that 
We are not claiming all Samhitaas as old, but those quoted by authorities are definitely old. 

The fact that out of six gems sanatkumaara, paadma, parama, maahendra, kaanva, only sanatkumaara (as 
mahaasamhitaa) paadma, and parama ate quoted by Madhvachatya, shows Madhvacharya apparently 
knew others works as new in his time. It is also accepted by Gonda (90+: 1977). Paramasamhitaa 15 
also quoted by Ramanujacharya. 


Naaradiiya which is extensively quoted by Madhvacharya is assumed as not earlier than ninth 
century. This is an assumption based on no evidence. As Buddha was always considered as 10" 
avataara of Vishnu it is unwatranted to assume that concept as posterior to ninth century. Buddhism 
is criticized in pre-paaninian Brahmasuutras (BS 2-2-7, 8). 

And all the eight samhitaas having the lists of samhitaas are relatively new, as Madhvacharya does not 
quote them. Gonda too suppotts this view. 


There is no division between Pancaraatra and Bhaagavata texts as claimed by Gonda (48:1977), and by 
Vrajavallabha Dviveda (46:1997). Reference to people called Bhaagavias and  Paanmcaraatrikas, 
separately, in Har.sacarita (8.5) does not necessarily mean the Bhagavatas mentioned there were 
Vi.snubhaagavtas. These Bhaagavtas were probably shivabhaagavtas mentioned in Mahaabhaaa.sya. 
Though B/aagavía texts ate mentioned in Agnipuraana (39.1-5), there is no difference in concepts 
between two groups of texts, as Madhvacharya quotes both ‘antrabhaagavata and Bhaagavtatantra- 
which are believed to be belonging to that group- without differentiating them from other PR texts. 


The statement made by Gonda (1977) that Paancaraatrikas were inclined to admit people of other 


caste in to their community is utterly false. There is no evidence, not it is in practice”. 


There is a view (Gonda:1977) that originally there were no architectural elements in PRs as well as in 
shaivaagamaas. These are later interpolations. However, it is a simple antagonistic assumption, which 
has no basis. 


Regarding the Ekaaayana Shruti, which is claimed as the base of PRs, this can be said. Madhvacharya 
nowhere refers to it. Madhvacharya ” says the word Ekaaayana in CAU? (7-1-2,p.445) refers to 
vedasaara, not to veda itself, while the word vaakovaakya CAU (7-1-2.p.445) refers to muulaveda, which 
is also referred to in the AUB (p.491) as the original veda combining the Rg, Yajus, Saama, Atharva 
and Pancaraatra. The BAUB” (6-1-2,p.323) refers to PRs as Shka. It is evident from reliable 
quotations that Ekaaayana Shruti once existed. We have lost numerous Shrufis in past. Not all Shrutis 


67 "one MS of 11th century of jayaakhya is available in nepal" my friend Dominic says. 
68 But VS thinks it was true. There was traditional suspicion about Paancaraatrika's Brahminhood, as known from 
Aagamaprmaanya of Yamuna and Aagamadambara of Jayanta Batta. 


ө ататате т Aerdal AAA: черте ИТ Wedel CAUB (7-1-2,p.445) 

7 атата мата даја (7-1-2,p.445) 

^ зате www aag fangen ч>чїтядатї да 84411 BAUB (6-1-2,p.323) AAPEA: 
W5xNT391 BAUB, р. 269 
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are counted in caranavyuuhasuutras. It is evident that some Shrufis quoted by Shamkara and like, are 
neither listed not available. Appayya dikshita who thinks (in his Parimala, 2-2-12) that there was no 
Ekaayana Shaakhaa, has ignored the quotations from that Shaakhaa in later texts. Опе sentence 
quoted by Madhvacharya in his BSB arret #97971 is from ekaayanashruti. The same sentence is 
quoted by Vedantadeshika also. 

We find some quotations from muulashruti in the Bhagavadgunadarpana of Parashara Bhatta, who was а 
junior contemporary of Ramanuja as follows- 

sperdfécdrar- етат 89 А1819 smi auf (p.56 of PB Annangaracharya Ed. reprint 1964); 
alaala Ha заст. (p.70); 

HA fé эла Ala (A big passage): 

agaa Agad gid uw Alen: (p.87); 

Feed Чаа. (p.89) (A big passage which is also quoted by Madhvacharya); 

And two other quotations from muulashrufi. Madhvacharya frequently quotes this Muulashruti such 
as "gésr Неа Aaa маја sit sped: in AUB. Thus we can not deny the 


ekaayanashaakhaa, which is another name of muulashruti. 


Parashara Bhatta also quotes the vaar.sneyaadhayaatma (p.62), which can be identified with 
yaadavaadhyaatma quoted by Madhvacharya. 


Vedantadeshika quotes many a sentences of Muulashruti and Rahasyamnayabrahmana. ” 


7? Quotations in Pancaraatrarakshaa (Adyar ed) and other works are as follows- 381 ALA 3T9TdTe[. ЗТ: 
(p.150), ей aata wd a эиЙавесй асса a tae а Naba NARING 
јата (р. 77) KA A (AA A) Naa Bal «т At вете ЭТЯЙ eur 31974791, A cdd Aa: 
(p.78) a aati Aa Kala эгчтат=тянтенїїйсататтатт: (р. 94) AHA UA Ra a aaa 
маја. ча: ROTA TAM Hala] GAM ана HAHN наба! NANA Maa чена (еѓа 
CANAAN HAAN AD p.115), ат: Ade фа аттай a AA AAA AR #799 US AI 
Jae аттата! зен A HA Aad VARA SAGA HAA NAANAA aH: (NATA р. 21), 
YANA TEVA unser cai за! dd quer a ча AA саечотя! 

mR ЗИ gia: «тат wem ant) Тёаатәтьзаете-йесаде-ат 919: ANAY (чаза чтд. 2 NA. p.74), 
MA ЧА YANAT зге теа сет eg gd Н ow coat uod wfvsq: (2 319. 
ЗЕЕЯТЕЯТТТЕУТ p.78), Чет tad Haga Hala, «т AKA zr RRA, ЧФ vede TATA 
чата daa, SANA aaa 107: Ueber AA Hell AAA! Hell 81 aan #1 
MACAO F HARTA A! | (ЗПнебеат ULI. 3.21. p.116), M дадат KATANA 
Петте Aa] чазяатетятаа AA ттт d ЧӘЧ чая (ЧТ4. 1 AA. р. 5), 
TANYA “ча T GRY aga ЧИНОТ Ra 9° sana ga sed a ad: aka 
Saal drewmgumeTedg nad на: ачдинеиет KAN Hala, Aaa и SCANT маја, этеа 
STTdedAred" аѓа саата (5 eet), faca Nasan хазлазиЯега:, ент maa cate: | 
Зета! 37ә7атәт| aaa aa AAA: (F.N. A.A...) Tatparyacandrika too quotes many 
sentences of Rahasyamnaaya as follows Я "rare эй naaa Naaalaala: (ат.<ї.3Тегтї+ Т), 
TAM ASM катан Гага екот Зате” AM Aa хатта: 
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Vedantadeshika ги his Tattvatiikaa also quotes .Saadgunyaviveka, which is also quoted by Ира. 
Madhvachatya also quotes the .Saa.dgunyaviveka as .Saa.dgunya. 


Madhvacharya's philosophy based on Vedas and PRs 


We see that large corpus of quotations in Madhvacharya's works is from PRs. It will be clear if we 
see the total number of works cited by Madhvacharya and the number of PR's in it (see appendix-1). 
Half of the 292 works cited by Madhvacharya, are PRs”. Though some of them are not listed by 
Schrader and Smith, It does not prohibit us to accept them as genuine PRs works as some of them 
ate quoted by close contemporary philosophers of Madhvacatya viz. Yamuna, Ramnuja and 
Vedantadeshika also. Recently Dr. B.N.K. Sharma” claimed that the names of PRs quoted by 
Madhvacarya that are unknown to others have been listed in the publication of Pancaraatra 
Parishodhana Parishad, Chennai. However, unfortunately we were not able to trace some of them in 
said publication as mentioned by Dr. Shatma. 


Importance given to PRs by Madhvacharya 


Whenever Madhvacharya counts the authoritative works, PRs are given third place in that hierarchy. 
As we see 


dalaga wi 9% ч>чя ченчян! ANA BANA = ARTA азии! (GB.1.1p. 2) 
aada lah ааатей: чита: fedus: 
AT meaa: wg aadA oia месат eon чёа!!22!! (MBTN.1.22) 


SAAR: YANA Ud 9 | 
anarà agad негира | 1122117" (MBTN.9.118) 
Sda YAMAN: TERA | STeRTETSUD da and ANGAT: 119011 


(ат. =. зачне), AA ЧОТ SEAT: | ATTICA ATA: | тетет 18ү 8937: | 
теч стат 99:1 ретт Пе Загаатетеј тезнотеяазтазатегят gara Ast aa ебе: sp gum 
HAA] чат gd AM Hal YHA aaa sp чел а®гаї| di a 


MEATAAAAA OMA Ada] pg: WIAA: әт я: AA sia deat dadaan: от ай 
dala ае әт ага! аКачедатја: әт а: ЧАТЕ sil AA HEAT SAK Зета up a at 


агі sia 3meefed Teeside: (dru.18.44) (Aah arankada ana Yedda ada 
VS), Часа ТеазИе:” 3meeed = Херат де: зачат (dru.18.54), т в d чэтаат aasa 
Told (?). «em nala aa at 919: cem эттїї dem аға ата:”- Шелрсчиварцетноти | 
Tae Mies атида: ЧА асчтеј uaa, чсчтеїаФ Таз, Иене ЗЕГИН NAA NAH, WA 
ICE] аттат атнада: чта is a sentence quoted in Ahnika works from 691911. 

73 cf. the lists of Schrader and Smith in appendix. 

74 Tt is evident that D. Smith left some texts, deliberately, at the insistence of К.К.А. Venkatachary (KKAV), as 
V.Srivatsankacharya (VS) suspects. VS told us "Because KKAV was а #nkalai, he wanted not to quote from vadakali 
VD". But D. Smith wrote us (in personal communication) he listed samhitaas quoted by Utpalavai.snava, because of his 
early date. He did not list samhitaas quoted by VD, because they were of their later date. 


7 See “My latest four Research Papers’ by Dr.B N K Sharma pub- in 2001. 
76 this verse counts authorities from last to first. 
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Чъотатїт Woe asaan | aa MANA: ANGAT: 119111 (AV.2-2-12) 
TEA ST da ч>чатяя?пї@чд | ATA da ччтот AAPA, || 

3 чест wd dw нагтаят: | queremedeed 4 cet Ad AA: 11 (VIN.1) 
UTA ANA TNA | AoA da песет || (BSB.1-1-3)" 


As we see in all of these lists PRs are in either second or third places in the hierarchy. It shows the 
It is further supported 


by other facts. o 


It should also be noted that it appears to my mind that according to Madhvachatya, PRs ate in a 
better place, even compared to MB. It is evident from below given facts. 


PF! ни 


2) Quotation from the Vaaraaha іп AV = ЖАТ = аебтечивајч sA ARIA! states the Сима is an 


3) Quotation from the Naaraayanasamhitaa чуле Aah Wd | ea Sit FARM HA 
чай dal || states that PRs existed eternally. 


4) зата YANA Тйазеятеяеїїїёї:| awe чэт да $4! BAUB (6-1-2,p.323) clearly 


shows that there was a pancaraatrashruti and pancaraatra of infinite syllables. 


PRs’ veridicality established by Madhvacharya 


Madhvacharya did not write a separate treatise to establish the veridicality of PR's. Apparently that 
issue was, mote or less, settled by Yamuna in Aagamapraamaanya, and VD was, soon, to follow him. 
However, he touched this matter twice, once in B.S.B. 1-1-3, and second time in A.V. 2-2-12. 


1) The Quotation of M.B. in BSB”. 1-1-3 is given here. 
Janamejaya asks 
Please explain! Whether Saamkhya, Yoga, Paashupata, and Vedat+Aaranyaka are of one 
opinion! or not! 
Vaishmpaayana explains 
All these are of different opinion. Saamkhya is told by Kapila, Hiranyagarbha is the preacher 
of Yoga, Paashupata is told by Shiva, while Pancaraatra is told by Narayana himself. 


Pancaraatra excels in all these sciences. 


7 this omits puraa.nas at all. 


7 "тата ANA чтят | ARTA da eneafAcataetad || 
че AACA deg wed wéwfdae | Зет NAAN ata ANA Hach dd def vens | 
"Sea BT: чтеүча deNvanAd u |' SANIT daanan qsuqaeüs wmm SANIT 


fAeaAdcd чао Aerenea | B.S.B of Madhva 1-1-3. 
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Here Janamejaya asked whether all these vidyas are one or not? The Sage says these are different. 
But instead of answering “Vedaaranyaka is different from Saamkhya, Yoga, Paashupata”, he is stated 
“Pancaraatra excels among them”. This implies "Pancaraatra and Vedaaranyaka are one, and teaching 
one thing". 


2) In A.V”. Madhvacharya says---- 


1) "Those, who think this 2-2-12 adhikaran.a is to refute the veridicality of PR's, are 
contradicted to МВ, аз MB clearly states that "PR is authoritative””". 

2) And Vaaraaha says, "The Сила is a summary of PRs. God only can be seen by the studies 
of Vedas and PRs". 

3) Shruti (BAU.6-1-2) tells "The Shlokas, i.e. PRs are authority". 

4) "God should be meditated through Vedas and PRs" "PRs and Vedas are one science, 
manifested as two". 

All these texts are showing us PRs are authority. So how can one refute the veridicality of 
PRs? And what is the fault here in the sentence "ЧОТА Wee AAT IESUS Payor 
я НА эта devo wade НА отла] aaa. aad 
(Paramasamhitaa"'. [PaS]). As the generation of jiiva is described here (Та ча 2-3-11, BS.) 
also. The generation of Jiiva (for first time) is not told in PRs also. "Jiiva wanders in this 
samsaata, caught by eternal karma, by the order of God" is the tenet of PRs. The in- 
eternality of Jiva is not told in PRs. (The meaning of the sentence of Pa.S. is this)" The 
She.sa, the god of jitva, by name Samkar.sna is generated by God. Then Kaama, the god of 
mind, by name Pradyumna is generated by Samkar.sana." And it can be said, "Lord himself 
took four Vyuuharuupas in the name of Samkar.sana etc". Hence, the refutation of 
veridicality of PRs, is a mere product of furious minds. It is not tenable. 


аа. чети чет Асеатаата Ale 1130011 

maA As асаа ЗПЕ н ARS | WSN Step eur ARTI: FATA 1130111 
ady Wales udsddefdfereud | Parada АА TAHAN FF 1130211 
Vardar aged maa | ѓа гат a aaa gr ARTA 1130311 


dad TSN AKA Bat Ча fé AG пета Fear аЧајечта 1130411 

fa merad 9 eer Sid qu: Act | aces NANA AA «ттт: Чї: 113051 
URNA = дст facta «адла | seuiddadue: ч>ачтяя аз! 1130611 

HUAI ајч: а sala seas | saa от myaman A Hea 1130711 
зачот set sha: HARAVSe | Aedes (лет зла fe аса: 113081! 

я fg amaa Ned «агач | AAAA area asana q 1130911 
таять: Weal NAYANG denedem aaa: HAIG тете: ааа 1131011 
UA Aaah: | eqg séN ATMA HA AA 1131111 
ae (дазтечаденејааааачти | Panaad pal сач: увото 113121! 


3rd: чүяїїтєзїзаачтачаятдү: | ачот PANATA NATAN zT MAA 1131311 AV. 2-2-12. 
80 Cf .BSB.(1-1-3). 
8! VS told us this is a qutation from ekaayanaveda, as said in "srutaprakaa "sikaa and other raamaanujiiya works. 
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Various quotations from PRs 


According to our estimation, out of 292+ works quoted by Madhvacharya, 75 are PRs. This total is 
worked out after excluding the suspected works. If we take other suspected works as PRs, It will be 
more than 1/3 of the 292+ works. In GB the first work of Madhvacharya, we find 18 PRs cited out 
of the total number of 64 works. The number increased further in later works. 


For the purpose of clarity, we can build the chronology of Madhvacharya's major works in the 
following way. 


giitabhaa.sya 
brahmasuutrabhaa.sya 
bhaagavatataatparyanirnaya" 
dasopanishadbhaa.sya 
bhaaratataatparya 
geetaataatpatya 
nakhastuti 
yamakabharata 

9 dvaadashastotra 

10 tantrasaara 

11  sadaacarasm.rti 

12  dashaprakarana 

13  rgbhaa.sya 

14 “yatipranavakalpa 

15  Jayantiinirnaya 

16  anuvyaakhyaana? 

17 | Nyaayavivarana 


о чох ол > DON н 


And Madhvacharya's often quoted works ate 

(1) Bhaagavata, (2) Harivamsha, (3) bhavi.syatpuraana, (4) Bhaarata, (5) mok.sadharma, (6) 
brahmaan.da, (7) gaatu.da, (8) Shabdanirnaya, (9) Skaanda, (10) paadma (11) brahmavaivarta, (12) 
vaaraaha, (13) brahmatarka, (14) braahma, (15) vaamana, (16) aagneya, (17) naaradiiya, (18) 
mahakaurma. 

Of the first five works, there is no doubt. They are famous works. However, nature of other 13 
works is not clear, as Madhvacharya quotes these without clear names such as naaradiiye (GB. p.3) 
skaande (GB. p.3) mahaakaurme (GB. p.3) vaaraahe (GB. p.35) gaarude, brahmavaivarte, (GB. p.36) padme, 
skaande (GB. p.37). These, We assume, refer to PRs of that name, and not always to puraanas of that 
names. We have seen such style of quoting in works of Yamuna and Vedanta Deshika. While 
quoting Paadmasamhitaa, Vedantadeshika quotes it simply by the name paadme.... etc. And 
Madhvacharya too quotes Pravritasamhitaa as pravrtta and similarly Muularaamaayana as 
Mahaaraamaayana. 


82 BTN is early post Badari-tour work. There are limited number of quotations in giitaabhaa.sya (GB). But vast number 
of quotations in Bhaagavatataatparyanir.naya (BTN). And one quotation in ВТМ 14 vis.nuk.rte tattvanir.naye (BTN.p.199) 
leads us to conclude that BTN as early work than wpanisadbhaa.syas (UBs), as BAUB quotes the same work as mere 
tattvanir.naye (BAUB.338). It is because Madhvacharya clearly shows the nature and author of that work (see in GB and 
elsewhere) whenever he is quoting a work for the first time. 


S этет Va ячятотетатоттей trea Чест AN әт STITT Nyayasudha р. 2406. 
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Compare these with other quotations which are cleary named by him- 


1) vaamanapuraane (BTN.12, 14); 

2) vahnipuraane (BTN.90) [and compare this with aagneye (BTN.93)]; 

3) bhavi.syatpuraane (BTN.312, 523) ; 

4) naarasimhapuraane (AYUB.177) [compare this with naarasimhe (CUB.267)]; 

5) brabmaandapuraane tattvanirnayagiitaayaam (BAUB.274) [compare this with brabmaande (BAU B.276)]. 


However, there is a doubt on the nature of kaurma. Because Madhvacharya quotes kuurmasamhitaa 
(BTN.672), and kaurama (AIUB.511). Madhvacharya describes clearly the nature of work, whether 
he is quoting from PR or anything other. There are enough indications available for it to a carefull 
student of sarvamuulagranthas. Whenever he quoting from a Puraana, he has given an adjective 
puraane etc. to that text, as we see in following contexts- Aadityapuraane (GB.p.29) or skaande shaive, 
padme shaive (GB.p.19), whereas while quoting the paadma and skaanda (PR) he is simply quotes it as 
paadme, skaande (GBp.37). If he is quoting the same text in both occasions, he could have quoted it 
as paadme, and not as paadme shaive. It is more evident in the case of Aadityapuaraane. He could have 
cited it simply as Aaditye to refer to Aadityapuraana. But he chose to call it as Aadityapuaraane to 
differentiate it from other PR of same name quoted elsewhere. 


Madhvacharya quotes sbrufi with an adjective like 77 praactinshaalashrutih, if that is not famous. If it is 
famous one, he is not bothered to say it is a shrwii. In the same manner, Madhvacharya quotes PRs 
with name, as most of them were not famous in his time. But he is not bothered to say who are the 
authors of these samhitaas, since he has said in many occasions that all PRs are the works of 
Narayana. So if he is citing the saamya, one of the PRs, (see appen-1, no.271) Madhvacharya quotes 
it by only name of the work. That means it is PR work, since it is not a shrufi, nor puraana, neither 
any wotk of other kind (i.e. culinary, or samgiita). In this manner, all suspected works can be 
considered as PRs. The priority given to PRs in all contexts, too supports this fact. Hence, those 
who criticized Madhvacharya, for citing the non-existing verses from puraana and, those who 
defended this action are proved to be left behind the curtain of ignorance. 


One more thing to be noted here is that, all the quotations from paadma, skaanda, and gaaruda seem 
to be clear-cut and straight, whereas the general puraanic style is mostly confusing, except those of 
MB, and Bhagavata. 


Thus we can assume that unless stated as a puraana or otherwise, all cited works are the PRs. 
Sometimes we get the support of lists of Smith and schrader, sometimes not, as it is evident, that the 
lists are not comprehensive. 


Important tenets of Madhvacharya's Philosophy found in PRs 


It is already seen in last pages, some of the important contributions of Madhvachatya's Philosophy 
to the world are based in PRs. Jévatraividhya, saak.sivicaara, and navavidhadve.savarjana, ате all found in 
PRs. 

It is interesting to note that Madhvacharya's first teaching of /iivatraividhya begins with a quotation 
from prakaashasamhitaa (PS) (GT.p.45). Even now PS is is available in the fragments with only two 
pa.talas, though the original verses are not traced. (See appendix on PS) 
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And s.rstivicaara, lingadehavicaara, saak.sivicaara ате all found in PS. Much of Madhvacharya's 
philosophy can be found in PRs, if we dig them more and more with publication of these texts. 


If we come to Madhvacharya’s other works related to rituals like tantrasaarasamgraha, no doubt, these 
contents could be traced out in PRs with no difficulty. 


Most of Madhvacarya’s quotations in Bhaagavata-taatparya, are from various sambitaas of PRs. 
Similarly the area of epistemology dealt by Madhvacarya is greatly influenced by PRs. 


Studies already conducted 


There were not many samhitaas available in print at the dawn of last century. Only a few PRs were 
printed. Most PRs wete restricted to the pockets of Tamil Country. 


First Survey 


The first ever man to survey the available PRs, and to make a systematic survey and philosophical 
study of PRs was the F. Otto Schrader. This German indologist, then working as the Director of the 
AL wrote the book "Introduction to Pancaraatra and ahirbudhnya samhitaa " in 1916. In his book 
he gave the synopsis of sambitaa-lists found in the kapinjala, paadma, vi.snu, hayashiir.sa, and 
agnipuraana. According to these lists the total number of the PRs come to 215 (210+5 with some 
PRs available in MSs). Among them, only 23 texts were available in MSs, and up to 1919, only nine 
PRs were in print. In his book, he also dealt with comprehensible theory of PRs, their nature, 
origins, authors, contents etc. 


Second Survey 


Next man to deal with PRs after long pause is the H. Daniel Smith, who was the professor of 
religion in the Syracuse University, New York. Inspired by the monumental work of Schrader, he 
did more work than Schrader. 


His works are these--- 


1) Paancaraatrapraasaadasaadhana (1963), which dealt with various aspects of the Temple building. It 
was his Doctoral theses, which comprised notes from unpublished works. 


2) Paancaraatra nuuhi.lakkam (1967), which dealt, exclusively, with PR literature. This is the Tamil 
translation of the original notes of Smith in English, by K.K.A. Venakatachary, original notes being 
not available to us. All the available works of PRs were surveyed, and their contents (adhyaawise, in 
summary) were given. It dealt with 104 samhitaas, which were available in different MS libraries. 
Besides it included a good synopsis of samhitaa lists found in kapinjala, jnaanam.rtasaara, paadma, 
paarameshvara, puru.sottama, bhaaradvaaja, maarkan.deya, vishvaamitra, vishnutantra, hayashiir.s, agnipuraana 
and maheshvartantra. This synopsis also included some works quoted by Utpala** (U) one of the 
leading Kashmiri pancaraatrikas. However, apparently this synopsis left out some texts quoted by 
Madhvacharya and Vedantadeshika. 


84 We found that some of works quoted by Madhva i.e., “.Saa.dgu.nya”, are mentioned by Utpala too. See 
"Vai.s.navaagamavimarsha.h' by Prof. Vrajavallabha Dvivedi, published by Sampurnananda Sanskrit University in 1997. 
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3) Then came "Source Book of Iconography of Sri Vaishnavism" (1969), which dealt with 
iconography. 


4) The last work is the "A descriptive bibliography of the printed texts of Pancaraatraagama" in two 
parts (1975, 1980). First part of this book dealt with a detailed summary (adhayaaya-wise) of 30 
printed works of PR, while the second volume served as index ог first volume (GOS.168). 


5) Catalogue of Pancharatra Samhitas, edited by Paramapurusha Das and Shrutiprakash Das, 
Svaminarayana Aksharapeeth Ahmadabad, 2002, has recorded the 147 available texts of Pancharatra 
texts. It has also recorded 460 names of Pancharatra texts. 


Besides these books, The "Paancaraatra Parishodhana Patishat" which he founded with К.К.А. 
Venktachary and others, in Madras, published a critical edition of the Paadmasamhitaa, jointly edited 
by Seetha Padmanabhan and R N Sampath. 


Other studies 

Others who worked on PR ate a few such as Vrajavallabha Dwivedi who edited saattvatasamhitaa 
with commentary of Alasinga Bhatta, and wrote vai.snavaagamavimarsha; Lakshmi Narasimha Bhatta 
who edited vi.svaksenasamhitaa and 'paancaraatrapaaramya” (of T. Veeraraghavacharya); P B 
Ananthacharya who worked on lishvarasmhitaa; Yatiraraja Sampatkuamaraswamy of Melkottai; 
Parthasarathy Iyengar etc. (see Smith list of the printed texts of PR), Sadhu shrutiprakash Dasa’s 
“Catalaogue of Pancaraatra Зап аа” Rashtriya Sanskrit Vidyapeetha Tirupati’s editions of 
Pancaraatra samhitaas etc. 


In Kaviindrachaaryasuuchiipatram” names of at least 276 Samhitaas are mentioned. There is a quite 
possibility that half of them are Pancaraatra texts. 


Mesquita Roque’s ignorance of PR texts 


Thus the below given list of MS fragments available in Cleveland Public Library is enough to dismiss 
the claims of Mesquita Roque that “Adhyaatma, Naaraayana, adhyaatmasamhitaa, Brhatsamhitaa, 
Mahasamhita, Naaraayanatantra, Brhattantra, Purushottamatantra, Maayaavaibhava, Brahmatarka 
and Bhavishyatparvan. [In fact] it is unequivocally a quotation of passages which are absolutely 
unknown ” (Mesquita, p. 31). 


Mesquita claimed (note 17, p. 21) that Tantrabhaagavata is also unknown. But it is 
mentioned in Vai.s.navaagamavimatsha.h’ by Prof. Vrajavallabha Dvivedi, published by 
Sampurnananda Sanskrit University in 1997. Other texts mentioned by Mesquita as unknown are the 
Pancaraatra texts even now available in MSs. Paramasamhitaa which is claimed not identified (note. 


85 Pub. by RSVP, Tirupati, 1991. 
86 Sadhu Parampurushadas, Sadhu Shrutiprakashdas, pp. 182, 2002, Ahmedabad. 
87 Kaviindracharya suuchii patram, Edited by R. Anantakrishna Shastri, GOS, 17, Baroda. 
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21, p. 23) is no. 36, Hayagriivasamhtaa claimed unknown by Mesquita (note 147, p. 84) is 116 and 
117, Naaraayanatantra is no. 33, Purushottamatantra is no. 50 and 51, Brhatsamhitaa is 54 
and 55, Maayaavaibhava is 64 in the list of available PRs in Cleveland. Similarly other texts 
claimed unknown by Mesquita are also PR texts. Hence Mesquita’s claim totally baseless. 


Ay ПОЧТЕ: AN я ЧІ 


Bhavasena factor 

Mesquita’s claim that “Pramana doctrine of Brahmatarka...is based on the teachings of 
pramaaprameya of Bhavasena, a Jaina contemporary of Madhvachatya” (p. 97) is a perfect example 
of second hand information. The first hand informant claimee Robert Zydenbos is set aside by V N 
Pandurangi.” 


Daniel Smith's Pancaraatra Collection 


Here is the list of MSs of Pancaraatra texts collected by Daniel Smith and deposited in Cleveland 
Public Library” 


1 ЗТ ат 1 agastya-saMhitA (1) ms. Fragments 

2 ЗГТЕСТЕЊАТ 2 agastya-saMhitA (ii) ms. Fragment 

3 Жаат anantAkhya saMhitA ms. Fragments 

4 З Ват aniruddha-saMhitA printed book 

5 зе dsl aniruddha-saMhitA ms. Fragment 

$ ARARAT ahirbudhnya-saMhitA printed book 

7 SALSA Ishvara-saMhitA (i) printed book 

8 Seati fea (1)Ishvara-saMhitA (i) printed book 

9 зая Tall (1)Ishvara-saMhitA (i) palm-leaf manuscript 
10 ват ТЕТ (2)Ishvara-saMhitA (ii) ms. Transcription 
11 ЗзаззИеси (3) Ishvara-saMhitA (iii?) ms. Fragment 

12 Зат upendra-saMhitA ms. Transcription 
13 Ер kapi] Njala-saMhitA printed book 

14 атентат kapi] Njala-saMhitA ms. Fragments 

15 HIRATA kAshyapa-saMhitA printed book 

16 HAGA ea kAshyapottara-saMhitA ms. Transcription 
17 ччәтя% ат khagaprashna-saMhitA ms. Fragments 

18 аазатяват khageshvara-saMhitA ms. Fragment 


88 V М Pandurangi, A review of “Jaina background of Dvaita Vedanta” by Robert Zydenbos, Sanskrit-Vimarsah, 
15" WSC Special Issue, Rashtriya Sanskrit Sansthan, рр. 280-318, Jan 2012. ISSN 0975. 

8° Thanks to Shrisha Rao who procured this list from that library. The Smith Agama Collection: Sanskrit Books 
and Manuscripts Relating to Pancaratra Studies: a descriptive catalog, by H. Daniel Smith, Foreword by 
Agehananda Bharati. Foreign and Comparative Studies / South Asian Special Publications 2. Maxwell School of 
Citizenship and Public Affairs, Syracuse University, 1978. Call Numbers Z 7835 . В 8S 623,BL1135.P34, 
Cleveland Public Library 
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течат nArasiMha-saMhitA 


19 Madadala gautama-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
20 Ғазна ат chitrashikhaNDI-saMitA ms. Fragments 
21 ТАТ Ват jayAkhya-saMhitA printed book 
22 ORIG GI jayottara-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
23 татат BAT j~nAnAmR“itasAra-saMhitA printed book” 
24 garatear durvAsa-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
25 ФВ A nalakUbara-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
26 | ANGYFUXT1 AH nArada-paJ NcharAtram cross-reference 
27 amada nArada-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
28 andrada nAradlya-saMhitA printed book 
29 ШЕР ЕШ nAradlya-saMhitA ms. Transcription 
30 | ШЕР ЕШ nAradlya-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
31 


ms fragment 


geaen Ват bR^ihad-brahma-saMhitA 


32 ARTIC RaT nArAyaNa-saMhitA printed book 
33 | аттестат nArAyaNa-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
34 Чучт њат pa) Nchaprashna-saMhitA ms. Transcription 
35 ча йеза feat padmodbhava-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
36 UA feat parama-saMhitA printed book 
37 RATT ват patamapurushha-saMhitA printed book 
38 Rage SAT patamapurushha-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
39 RASAN: paramAgama-chUDAmaNi photoprints 
40 WIR ea} parAshara-saMhitA printed book 
41 WIR ea} parAshara-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
42 чта ват pAdma-saMhitA/pAdma tantram printed book 
43 Orewa ват pAdma-saMhitA printed book 
44 aeai RaT pAdma-saMhitA printed book 
45 aeaa RaT pAdma-saMhitA printed book 
46 ЧэЧҶТЯЯГЯТаУ ТЯ paJNcharAtraprasAdaprasAdhanam printed book 
47 Чаяа 9 pAdma-tantra ms. Fragments 
48 ччазачатват pArameshvara-saMhitA printed book 
49 qestaznifedr purushhottama-saMhitA printed book 
50 Чеч іват purushhottama-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
51 заат paushhkara-saMhitA printed book 
52 Фат paushhkara-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
53 PEGICE] prahlAda-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
54 


printed book 


90 (" 


fi arada Pancaratnam S1C nelis ranslation 
Sri Narada P " [sic]) [English Translation] 
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55 geasendíedr bR^ihad-brahma-saMhitA printed book 

56 мените brahma-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
57 amrai ват bhAgavata-saMhitA ms. Fragment 

58 ancara feet 1 bhAradvAja-saMhitA (i) ms. transcription. 

59 {аат Фат 2 bhAradvAja-saMhitA (ii) printed book 

60 ancara ват bhAradvAja-saMhitA (ii) ("Naradapancaratra") printed book 
6l ancara RaT 3bhAradvAja-saMhitA (iii) printed book 

62 | AREATA 4 bhAradvAja-saMhitA (iv?) ms. Fragment 

63 эта bhArgava-tantra ms. Transcription 

64 жятатазтаяїёат mAyAvaibhava-saMhitA ms. Fragment 

65 auaa mArkaNDeya-saMhitA (1) printed book 

66 | ausat 1 mArkaNDeya-saMhitA (i) ms. Transcription 

67 aoaia 2 mArkaNDeya-saMhitA (ii) ms. Fragments 


68 А39 lakShml-tantra printed book 
69 | а lakShmI-tantra printed book 
70 чаа Я lakShmI-tantra ms. Fragment 


71 а lakShmI-tantra printed book [English 
Translation] 

72 led Sal varAha-saMhitA ms. fragment 

73 аят ат vAmana-saMhitA ms. fragments 

74 атанат vAyu-saMhitA ms. fragment 

75 апязеяТе=т vAsishhTha-saMhitA ms. transcription 

76 arfarsedféar vAsishhTha-saMhitA ms. fragments 

77 атчаенїбат vAsudeva-saMhitA ms. fragments 

78 faeadfa&ar vishva-saMhitA ms. transcription 

79 fasarf2raafear vishvAmitra-saMhitA printed book 

80 fasarf2raafaar vishvAmitra-saMhitA ms. transcription 

81 fasarf2raafear vishvAmitra-saMhitA ms. fragments 

82 Газотасаїват vishhNutattva-saMhitA ms. Transcription 

83 азота ест vishhNutattva-saMhitA ms. Fragments 

84 PASO TTA vishhNu-tantra ms. Transcription 

85 PASO TTA vishhNu-tantra ms. Fragments 

86 Eba ааа ват vishhNutilaka-saMhitA printed book 

87 fasce efe ar vishhNurahasya-saMhitA ms. Fragments 

88 Asop ват vishhNu-saMhitA (i) printed book 

89 Гаот їв ат vishhNu-saMhitA (ii) ms. Fragment 


90 fasopae eed я tal vishhNusiddhAnta-saMhitA ms. Fragments 


22 


91 


Ruai Ra hiraNyagarbha-saMhitA 


јачина ат vishvaksena-saMhitA printed book 
92 јачина ат vishvaksena-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
93 fagstegaíadr vihagendra-saMhitA ms. Transcription 
94 даччтанијат vR^iddha-pAdma-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
95 egnmafear vyAsa-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
96 Ета shANDilya-saMhitA ptinted book 
97 REGET] shANDilya-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
98 | APRA RAT shukraprashna-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
99 Qaa sheshha-saMhitA printed book 
100 Йа ват shaunaka-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
101 ЭЙР ТЕН АТ shaunaklya-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
102 | AT ават shrIdhara-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
103 Кер ЕШ shrIprashna-saMhitA printed book 
104 Керт ЕШ shrIprashna-saMhitA printed book 
105 | ТИТ sanaka-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
106 Hdcdfeal Sanat-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
107 НОЯ СП sanatkumAra-saMhitA printed book 
108 НАГОЯ" ат 2 sanatkumAra-saMhitA (ii?) ms. Fragments 
109 Жас ват sananda-saMhitA ms. Transcription 
110 uradaf&dr sAMvarta-saMhitA ms. Fragment 
111 amaaa sAttvata-saMhitA printed book 
112 amaaa sAttvata-saMhitA palm-leaf manuscript 
113 Wreaadfedr sAttvata-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
114 ТЯГЕ АТ sArasamuchchaya-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
115 е ЦеРДРЕСЕ IETS] suparNaprashna-saMhitA ms. Fragments 
116 Е Йаа hayagrlva-tantra ms. Fragment 
117 gaada hayagrIva-saMhitA printed book 
118 


ms. Fragment 


[7] 


Daniel Smith's list of total Samhitaas 


Here is the list of PR texts collected from different Samhitaas 
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147 
148 
149 
150 
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51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
84 
85 
86 
87 
88 
89 
90 
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 


199 
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201 
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204 
205 
206 
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220 
221 
222 
223 
224 
225 
226 
227 
228 
229 
230 
231 
232 
233 
234 
235 
236 
237 
238 
239 
240 
241 
242 
243 
244 
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245 
246 
247 
248 
249 
250 
251 
252 
253 
254 
255 
256 
257 
258 
259 
260 
261 
262 
263 
264 
265 
266 
267 
268 
269 
270 
271 
272 
273 
274 
275 
276 
277 
278 
279 
280 
281 
282 
283 
284 
285 
286 
287 
288 
289 
290 
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List of Samhitaas quoted by Vedaantadeshika 
Apart from fragments of Muulashruti, many a number of PR texts are quoted by 
Vedanatadeshika in his four Rakshagranthas. 


Page | Work quoted 201 
no. 
205 
Wea RAAT: | 
221 
137 | qana RaT 
224 
138  afüdteudfécr 
5 226 
M 228 
139 {стаса 
sr 223 
pleat fear 
236 
| 239 
phi ча 256 
152 | ават 
Таза (ейт) 
53 = if 285 
295 
162 | Aroma 
164 | enfüsezrdíàdr сд 
70 | RERA 
Е = 303 
zi x 336 
3 
"un 339 
182 | andaria 
184 | чтоб » 
186 | qrgerárafaar aa 
PIUCIGGEGD 3 
188 | saad 
189 | згъетаттяе насат 5 
(пка част) 
HIBUST 6 
192 | 5а 13 
2 с 
eu: 
19^ | ате ват 16 
91 АП three Rakshworks are in one book. 92 Catuhshlokiibhaashyam, Ed. У. 
Rakshagranthah, Ed. T. Veeraraghavacharya, Shrivatsankacharya, Vedantadeshika seventh 


Vedantadeshika seventh centinery Trust Chennai centinery Trust Chennai 
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айтат 75 | Әзаадәїёат 
зга {ат 89 | яа 
тете ват Читачи 
33 | Aamin 72 | Ruai Ra 
45 | ahas: 160 | Aedan 
47 | тает: 
54 | naaa 
Conclusion 


Thus, it is clear that PRs are given an important place in Madhvacharya's teachings. However PRs 
are ignored for the centuries in Maadhva traditional studies as philosophical sources. Therefore, 
without any delay, the study of PRs should be taken by research institutions and young scholars of 
our system should be encouraged to engage in the rigorous studies of PR literature. 


Abbreviations 
1 | GB giitabhaa.sya 
2 | BSB brahmasuutrabhaa.sya 
3 | BIN bhaagavatataatparyanirnaya 
4 | DUB dasopanishadbhaa.sya 
5 | BT bhaaratataatparya 
6 | СТ geetaataatparya 
7 | № nakhastuti 
8 | YB yamakabharata 
9 HS. dvaadashastotra 
10 | Tss Tantrasaarasangraha 
11 | SAS sadaacarasm.rti 
12 | DP dashaprakarana 
13 | RB tgbhaa.sya 
14 | YPK yatipranavakalpa 
15|JN jayantiinirnaya 
16 | AV anuvyaakhyaana 
17 | NV nyaayavivarana 
VS V .Srivatsankacharya 
S Daniel Smith 
O F.O.Schrader 
CUB Chaandogyopani.sadbhaa.sya 
CU Chaandogyopani.sad 
BAUB B.rhadaaranyakopani.sadbhaa.sya 
BAU B.rhadaaranyakopani.sad 


MUB Ma.duukopani.sadbhaa.sya 
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AiUB Aitareyoopani.sadbhaa.sya 
ПОВ Ii.saavaasyopani.sadbhaa.sya 
AUB Aatharvanopani.sadbhaa.sya 
KUB Kaa.thkopani.sadbhaa.sya 
VD Vedantadeshika 

SV Sreenivasa Varakhedi 
KKAV KKA Venkatachary 

M Mahvachatya 

AD Appayya DiXita 

U Utpala Vaishnava 

LIKA Little is known about 

AIU Aitareyopani.sad 

PRW Pancaraatra work 

N Narayana 

MB Mahaabhaarata 

B Bhaagavata 

CSB Catushshlokiibhaa.sya of VD 
SRB Stotraratnabhaa.sya of VD 


